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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 9/14/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertion on page 4 with the 
remarks/'Fraccaroli is non-analogous art, and even if Fraccaroli was combinable with 
Torvinen, such a combination does not disclose all the elements recited in the claims of 

the present application With respect, Paragraph 0005 of 

Fraecaroli does not teach or suggest any of what the Examiner states. Paragraph 0005 
does not discuss a method of any sort for creating and managing a group of mobile 
stations for a communication session. Paragraph 0005 neither mentions a 
communications network, nor discusses publishing information about one or more 
particular users of respective mobile stations to the communications network. 
Paragraph 0005 simply recites, at a high level, the workings of a conventional computer 
matching service. 

In response to applicant's argument that Fraccaroli is nonanalogous art, it has 
been held that a prior art reference must either be in the field of applicant's endeavor or, 
if not, then be reasonably pertinent to the particular problem with which the applicant 
was concerned, in order to be relied upon as a basis for rejection of the claimed 
invention. See In re Oetiker, 977 F.2d 1443, 24 USPQ2d 1443 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this 
case, Fraccarolis' invention is related to a computerized method and system of 
matching persons through their mobile stations on the network. Further, the 
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reference of Fraccaroli is relied upon for the teaching of "publishing information about 
one or more particular users of respective mobile stations to the communication 
network". 

Applicant teaches (abstract)," such information may be published on behalf of the 
stations to one or more servers adapted to identify the mobile stations matching the 
rules". 

Fraccaroli further teaches (Paragraph [0056]), "The distributed system shown 
in Fig 1. is also preferable for networks in which different areas have different 
standards or protocols. The servers 106 may be different form each other and the 
profiles transition 108 may provide different transitions so that the same common 
profile in Internet 109 could be provided to different networks". 

Therefore, Fraccaroli teaches, "publishing information about one or more 
particulars of respective mobile stations to the communications network (Paragraph 
[0056]). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertion on pages 5-6 with the 
remarks, "Fraccaroli discloses a matching mechanism, where two people are matched 
and provided with contact information for each other based on a saved matching profile 
when they happen to be located in the same cellular cell. Fraccaroli does not concern 
group formation. There would be no motivation for one skilled in the art reviewing 
the teachings of Torvinen, which concerns a method and system for organizing a group 
session between members based on their location or proximity and the technical 
capabilities considered to be necessary to engage in the group session as determined 
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by the organizing terminal, to modify the teachings of Torvinen with the teachings of 
Fraccaroli, which is a largely manual process for matching two individuals (not a group 
of individuals) and requiring the recipients to initiate contact with other". 

Two people can form a group. As mentioned earlier, Fraccaroli is relied upon for 
the teaching of "publishing information about one or more particular users of respective 
mobile stations to the communication network". This way the profile information will be 
available to one or more servers. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In this case, as mentioned earlier, the reference of Fraccaroli is relied upon for 
the teaching of "publishing information about one or more particular users of respective 
mobile stations to the communication network". This way the profile information will be 
available locally to one or more servers. Therefore, Froccaroli is properly combinable 
with Torvinen. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
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hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertion pages 8-9 with the 
remarks, "The Examiner has not properly supported the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 
103(a) and under KSR International. At multiple locations in the Office Action, the 
Examiner identifies a first element in Torvinen and a second element in Fraccaroli and 
then states that these elements may be combined. For example, at page 3 of the June 
18, 2007, Office Action, the Examiner states that, "Torvinen teaches a method of 
creating and managing a group of mobile stations for a communication session in a 
communications network ..." (emphasis added). On pages 3-4 of the of the June 18, 
2007, Office Action, the Examiner states that, "Fraccaroli teaches ... publishing 
information about one or more particular users of respective mobile stations to the 
communications network." (emphasis added). The Examiner then concluded that, "it 
would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use a 
method of creating and managing a group of mobile stations for a communication 
session in a communications network publishing information about one oi" more 
particular users of respective mobile stations to the communications network." 
(emphasis added). Thus, the Examiner has merely identified selected elements, e.g. [X] 
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and [Y], from the cited art, and stated that, 'fit would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use [X]/[Y]." 

In response to applicant's arguments, the recitation "a method of creating and 
managing a group of mobile stations for a communication session in a communications 
network" has not been given patentable weight because the recitation occurs in the 
preamble. A preamble is generally not accorded any patentable weight where it merely 
recites the purpose of a process or the intended use of a structure, and where the body 
of the claim does not depend on the preamble for completeness but, instead, the 
process steps or structural limitations are able to stand alone. See In re Hirao, 535 
F.2d 67, 190 USPQ 15 (CCPA 1976) and Kropa v. Robie, 187 F.2d 150, 152, 88 
USPQ 478, 481 (CCPA 1951). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 65-71,74,75,79-81,83,84,86,87,94-100,103-110,113,114 and 116 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Torvinen et al. (hereinafter 
Torvinen) (US 2005/0113123) in view of Fraccaroll (US 2004/0002348). 

Regarding claim 65, Torvinen teaches a method of creating and managing a 
group of mobile stations for a communication session in a communications 
network, the communication session being one in which users of respective mobile 
stations communicate with one another, the method comprising: 

receiving at least one rule defining a member of the group, the at least one rule 
defining group members based on criteria the at least one rule being received in 
association with a group address (Paragraph [0013], lines 8-10; Paragraph [0016], lines 
8-13); and 
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dynamically populating the group with members, the populating comprising: 
determining mobile stations having respective users that matches the published 
information criteria of the at least one rule ("wish to form a group with each other for a 
certain time, purpose and location", Paragraph [0029], lines 7-11); and populating the 
group with the mobile stations having respective users matches the published 
information criteria of the at least one rule (Paragraph [0014], lines 9-14). 

Torvinen did not teach specifically publishing information about one or more 
particular users of respective mobile stations to the communications network. 

However, Fraccaroll teaches in an analogous art a method of creating and 
managing a group of mobile stations for a communication session in communications 
network publishing information about one or more particular users of respective mobile 
stations to the communications network (Abstract, Paragraphs [0005,0056]). 

Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to use a method of creating and managing a group of mobile stations for a 
communication session in communications network publishing information about one or 
more particular users of respective mobile stations to the communications network. This 
modification helps the users of the network to respond at their convenience. 

Regarding claim 66, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroll teaches all the particulars of 
the claim 65. Torvinen did not teach specifically the method, wherein the published 
information criteria of the at least one rule comprises at least one characteristic of 
respective users of mobile stations. However, Fraccaroll teaches in an analogous art, 
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the method, wherein the published information criteria of the at least one rule comprises 
at least one characteristic of respective users of mobile stations (Paragraph 0005]). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to use the method, wherein the published information criteria of the at least one rule 
comprises at least one characteristic of respective users of mobile stations. 
This type of method it acts as a filter, since it tries to organize group among subscribers 
with similar characteristic. 

Regarding claim 67, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the 
particulars of the claim 65. Torvinen did not teach specifically the method, wherein the 
published information criteria of the at least one rule comprises at least one personal 
preference and/or at least one common interest of respective users of mobile stations. 
However, Fraccaroli teaches in an analogous art, the method, wherein the published 
information criteria of the at least one rule comprises at least one personal preference 
and/or at least one common interest of respective users of mobile stations (Paragraph 
[0005]). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to use the method, wherein the published information criteria of the at least 
one rule comprises at least one personal preference and/or at least one common 
interest of respective users of mobile stations. This type of method it acts as a filter, 
since it tries to organize group among subscribers with similar characteristic. 

Regarding claim 68, Torvinen further teaches the method of claim 65, 
wherein the criteria of the at least one rule comprises location information of respective 
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users of mobile stations (Paragraph [0029], line 5; Paragraph [0016], lines 8-12). The 
limitation regarding publication is already discussed in claim 65. 

Regarding claim 69, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 65, wherein the 
at least one rule is further defined by a group of pre-selected mobile stations from which 
to define the group ("qualifying terminals have previously met the group service 
definitions", Paragraph [0014]). 

Regarding claim 70, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 65, wherein 
the at least one rule further defined by additional criteria comprising location information 
about mobile stations managed by the communications network, the step of dynamically 
populating the group further comprising: 

determining if the location information about the one or more 
particular mobile stations matches the location information criteria of the at 
least one rule (Paragraph [0016], lines 8-12); and wherein the group is populated 
with members consisting of mobile stations having respective users and 
location information that matches the criteria and location information criteria of the 
at least one rule respectively ("wish to form a group with each other for a certain 
time, purpose and location", Paragraph [0029], lines 7-11 Paragraph [0014], lines 9-14). 
The limitation regarding publication is already discussed in claim 65. 

Torvinen did not teach specifically published information on the 
communications network. However, Fraccaroli teaches in an analogous art a method of 
publishing information on the communications network (Paragraph [0005]). Therefore, it 
would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use a 
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method of publishing information on the communications network. This modification 
helps the users of the network to respond at their convenience. 

Regarding Claim 71, Torvinen further teaches the method of claim 70, 
wherein the location information about the one or more particular mobile stations is 
stored on one or more network servers (Figure 3, Paragraph [0050]). 

Regarding Claim 74, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 65, further 
comprising sending a notification to each member of the group in response to the 
populating, the notification identifying the respective mobile station or its user as a 
member of the group (Paragraph [0014], lines 7-9). 

Regarding claim 75, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 74, wherein 
the notification identifying at least some of the other mobile stations or users of 
respective membership as members of the group (Paragraph [0014], lines 7-9). 

Regarding claim 79, Trovinen further the method of claim 65, comprising 
receiving two or more rules defining a member of the group, the two or more rules being 
received in association with a common group address, the group being 
dynamically populated with members in accordance with the two or more rules and at 
least the published information about the one or more particular users on the 
communications network (Abstract). Published information has been discussed in claim 
65. 

Regarding claim 80, Torvinen further teaches the method of claim 79, 
wherein one of the two or more rules is defined by criteria comprising location 
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information managed by the communications network, the group being 
dynamically populated with members in accordance with the two or more rules, 
published information about one or more particular users on the communications 
network, and location information about one or more particular mobile stations of the 
communications network (Abstract). Published information has been discussed in claim 
65. 

Regarding Claim 81, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 65, wherein the 
step of determining comprises requesting and receiving notification of one or more 
particular mobile stations which match the at least one rule (Paragraph [0063,65]). 

Regarding claim 82, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 81 , wherein the 
step of determining comprises requesting and receiving notification that no particular 
mobile stations match the at least one rule (Paragraph [0060], lines 6-9; Paragraph 
[0071], lines 12-19). 

Regarding claim 83, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 81, further 
comprising subscribing to at least one server which provides notification that one or 
more particular mobile stations match the at least one rule ("notification to qualifying 
terminals", Paragraph [0064]). 

Regarding claim 84, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 83, further 
comprising determining an address for each of the at least one server for subscribing, 
the address being determined from a resource list of addresses for such servers 
(Paragraph [0066]). 
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Regarding claim 86, Torvinen teaches, the method of claim 65, further 
comprising maintaining the group, removing one or more particular mobile stations or 
users as a member of the group inO accordance with the at least one rule (Paragraph 
[0071]) 

Regarding claim 87, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 86, further 
comprising receiving notification that one or more particular mobile stations or users no 
longer matches the at least one rule (Paragraph [0071]). 

Claim 113 is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 65. 

Claim 114 is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claims 65 and 70. 

Regarding claim 115, Torvinen teaches the method of claim 114, wherein 
the publishing step comprises publishing an interest in participating in a particular 
dynamic group or an interest in participating in dynamic groups generally (Paragraph 
[0057]). 

Claim 116 is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 67. 

Regarding claim 117, Trovinen teaches the method of claim 114, wherein mobile 
stations are determined from a subset of pre-selected mobile stations or pre-selected 
users of the mobile stations ("location based group service", "previously met the group 
service definition", "form a group with each other fro a certain time, purpose and 
location", Paragraphs [0014,0029]; "location based gaming", "gaming enabled 
terminals"; Paragraph [0053]). 
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Claims 72 and 73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Torvinen et al. (hereinafter Torvinen) (US 2005/0113123) in view of Fraccaroll 
(US 2004/0002348) and further in view of Amir (WO 01/97539). 

Regarding claim 72, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the 
particulars of the claim except the method of claim 70, wherein the location information 
about the one or more particular mobile stations is stored on one or more network 
servers in Xtensible Markup Language (XML) format. However, Amir teaches in an 
analogous art, method of claim 70, wherein the location information about the one or 
more particular mobile stations is stored on one or more network servers in Xtensible 
Markup Language (XML) format (Page 5, lines 14-20). Therefore, it would be obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use method of claim 70, wherein 
the location information about the one or more particular mobile stations is stored on 
one or more network servers in Xtensible Markup Language (XML) format. This 
modification helps to facilitate the sharing of data across different information systems, 
particularly systems connected via the Internet. 

Claim 73 is rejected for the same reason as set forth in claim 72. 

Claims 76-78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Torvinen et al. (hereinafter Torvinen) (US 2005/0113123) in view of Fraccaroll (US 
2004/0002348) and further in view of Griffin et al. (hereinafter Griffin) (US 
7072941). 
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Regarding claim 76, Torvinen in view of Fracaroli teaches all the particulars of 
the claim except the method, wherein the notification excludes anonymous members of 
the group. However, Griffin teaches in an analogous art wherein the notification 
excludes anonymous members of the group (Col. 9, lines 40-44). Therefore, it would be 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the method 
wherein the notification excludes anonymous members of the group in order to have 
selective notification to only members of the group. 

Regarding claim 77, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the particulars of 
the claim except the method, further comprising sending a notification to each member 
of the group identifying an anonymous member of the group when the anonymous 
member actively participates in the group. However, Griffin teaches in an analogous art 
except the method, further comprising sending a notification to each member of the 
group identifying an anonymous member of the group when the anonymous member 
actively participates in the group (Col. 9, lines 40-44). Therefore, it would be obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to use the method, further 
comprising sending a notification to each member of the group identifying an 
anonymous member of the group when the anonymous member actively participates in 
the group. This limitation is well known in the art. 

Regarding claim 78, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the particulars of 
the claim 65. Torvinen did not teach specifically the published information about the 
one or more particular users on the communications network, the at least one rule 
defining capabilities of anonymous members to passively and/or actively participates in 
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the group. However, Fraccaroli teaches in an analogous art, the published information 
about the one or more particular users on the communications network, and the at least 
one rule defining capabilities of members to passively and/or actively participates in the 
group (Paragraph [0005]. Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to have the published information about the one or more 
particular users on the communications network, the at least one rule defining 
capabilities of members to passively and/or actively participates in the group. This type 
of method it acts as a filter, since it tries to organize group among subscribers with 
similar characteristic. 

Neither, Torvinen nor Fraccaroli teaches anonymous members. However, Griffin 
teaches in an analogous art, anonymous members (Col. 9, lines 40-44). Therefore, it 
would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have the 
anonymous members in the group with temporary ID's. This limitation is well known in 
the art. 

Claim 85 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Torvinen in 
view of Fraccaroli (US 2004/0002348) and further in view of Laiho (US 6097942). 

Regarding claim 85, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches al the particulars of 
the claim except the method, further comprising receiving notification of individual 
matching mobile stations as the individual matching mobile stations are determined by 
said at least one service to hasten the populating. However, Laiho teaches in an 
analogous art except the method of claim comprising receiving notification of individual 
matching mobile stations as the individual matching mobile stations are determined by 
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said at least one service to hasten the populating (Abstract, lines 24-31; Col. 2, lines 33- 
41; lines 57-60). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to use the method of claim comprising receiving notification of 
individual matching mobile stations as the individual matching mobile stations are 
determined by said at least one service to hasten the populating. This modification 
provides an efficient method of managing group communication. 

Claims 86 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli (US 2004/0002348) and further in view of 
Chandhok et al. (hereinafter Chandhok) (US 2004/0198376). 

Regarding claim 86, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the particulars of 
the claim except the method of claim 65, further comprising receiving a change of the at 
least one rule and managing the members of the dynamic group in accordance with the 
change wherein the step of managing comprises at least one of adding and removing 
members to the group. However, Chandhok teaches in an analogous art, the method of 
claim 65, further comprising receiving a change of the at least one rule and managing 
the members of the dynamic group in accordance with the change wherein the step of 
managing comprises at least one of adding and removing members to the group 
(Paragraph [0022], line 6-7). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to use the method of claim 65, further comprising receiving a 
change of the at least one rule and managing the members of the dynamic group in 
accordance with the change wherein the step of managing comprises at least one of 
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adding and removing members to the group. This modification makes the rule very 
flexible (dynamic). 

Claims 89-92 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Torvinen (US 2005/0113123) in view of Fraccaroll (US 2004/0002348) and further in 
view of Leigh et al. (US 5535426). 

Regarding claim 89 Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the 
particulars of the claim except the method further comprising extending a 
search for mobile stations matching the at least one rule. However, Leigh 
teaches in an analogous art, the method of claim 37, further comprising 
extending a search for mobile stations matching the at least one rule (Abstract, 
Col. 1, lines 21-50; Col. 2, lines 10-21; Col. 3, lines 17-24). Therefore, it would 
be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention to use the 
method of extending a search for mobile stations matching the at least one rule. 
This modification provides a way of talk group participation across multiple 
sites. 

Regarding claim 90, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli and further in view of 
Leigh teaches all the particulars of the claim 89. Moreover, neither Torvinen nor 
Fraccaroli teaches the method of claim, wherein the subscribing to at least one 
server extends the search to at least one of different domains and networks. 
However, Leigh teaches in an analogous art, the method of claim, wherein the 
subscribing to at least one server extends the search to at least one of different 
domains and networks (Abstract, Col. 1, lines 21-50; Col. 2, lines 10-21; Col. 3, 
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lines 17-24). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time of invention to use the method, wherein the subscribing to at least one 
server extends the search to at least one of different domains and networks, of 
extending a search for mobile stations matching the at least one rule. This 
modification provides a way of talk group participation across multiple sites. 

Regarding claim 91, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the 
particulars of the claim 83. Torvinen further teaches one or more of the atleast 
one server to one or more other such servers (Figure 3; Paragraphs [0050- 
0052]). Neither Torvinen nor Fraccaroli teaches the method further comprising 
extending a search for mobile stations matching the pre-defined rule. However, 
Leigh teaches in an analogous art, the method of claim 37, further comprising 
extending a search for mobile stations matching the pre defined rule. (Abstract, 
Col. 1, lines 21-50; Col. 2, lines 10-21; Col. 3, lines 17-24). Therefore, it would 
be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of invention to use the 
method of extending a search for mobile stations matching the predefined rule. 
This modification provides a way of talk group participation across multiple 
sites. 

Regarding claim 92, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli and further in view of 
Leigh teaches all the particulars of the claim 91. Torvinen further teaches a 
roaming network (Paragraph [0035], lines 8-9). Moreover, neither Torvinen nor 
Fraccaroli teaches the method, wherein the subscribing to at least one server 
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extends the search for mobile stations to include a home network and a 
roaming network of a first mobile station. However, Leigh teaches in an 
analogous art, the method of claim 44, wherein the subscribing extends the 
search for mobile stations to include a home network and a roaming network of 
a first mobile station (Abstract, Col. 1, lines 21-50; Col. 2, lines 10-21; Col. 3, 
lines 17-24). Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at 
the time of invention to use the method, wherein the subscribing extends the 
search for mobile stations to include a home network and a roaming network of 
a first mobile station. This modification provides a way of talk group participation 
across multiple sites. 

Claim 93 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Torvinen 
in view of Fraccaroll (US 2004/0002348) and further in view of Requena 
(US2002/01 26701). 

Regarding claim 93, Torvinen in view of Fraccaroli teaches all the particulars of claim 
65. Torvinen further teaches the method of claim 65, wherein the method comprises: 
receiving a request from a first mobile station to initiate a group communication with at 
least one second communication device proximate said first mobile station (Paragraph 
[0055], lines 5-11; Paragraph [0057], lines 1-8). 

Neither Torvinen nor Fraccaroli teaches expressly the method, wherein the group 
comprises a mayday group and the method comprises: populating the mayday group 
with particular ones of the mobile stations determined response pre-defined rules for the 
mayday group (Paragraph [0060], lines 9-21) However, Requena teaches in an 
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analogous art populating the mayday group with particular ones of said mobile stations 
determined response pre-defined rules for the mayday group (Paragraph [0123], line 6). 
Therefore, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to have the method of populating the mayday group with particular ones of said mobile 
stations determined response pre-defined rules for the mayday. This modification 
enhances the services provided to the mobile stations. 

Claims 94-102 are rejected for the same reason as set forth in claims 65-73. 

Claims 103-112 are rejected for the same reason as set forth in claims 65 and 
65-73 respectively. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Muthuswamy G. Manoharan whose telephone number 
is 571-272-5515. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00AM-2:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eng George can be reached on 571-272-7495. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




